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Art Unit: 2163 

Remarks 

Applicant elects Group I of Claims 1-9, 20-26 without traverse. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 20-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the disclosed invention 
is inoperative and therefore lacks utility. The claimed medium must include the 
essential function "being executable in a computer" in order to make it operable. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 

States. 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-9, 20-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Kincaid et al. (US 2002/0169764). 

Regarding 1 , Kincaid discloses a method for facilitating a search for content from 
disparate resources, the method comprising: 
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displaying a unified search entry interface in response to a request to 
search for content (Figures 2, 3, 6, 8, paragraphs 0014, 0053, 0060); 
determining at least one relevant resource from a plurality of disparate 
resources in which to search for occurrences of a search term entered in 
the unified search entry interface (See paragraphs 0005, 0010, 0017- 
0019, 0064-0067 and abstract); 

normalizing the relevant disparate resource (See paragraph 0064, 66, 
79); and 

blending disparate results (combined results) obtained from searching for 
occurrences of the search term in the normalized relevant disparate 
resources (See paragraph 0059). 
Regarding Claim 2, Kincaid discloses that normalizing the relevant disparate 
resource comprises: 

determining a relative importance of the search term occurring in one 

location in a first disparate resource versus the search term occurring in 

another location in a second disparate resource (See paragraphs 0016, 

0019, 0060, 0063-0067, Figure 3); and 

weighing the occurrence of the search term in the resource in 

accordance with the relative importance (See paragraphs 0064, 0066, 

0083). 

Regarding Claim 3, Kincaid discloses that blending the disparate results includes 
ranking the results by the weight of the occurrence of the search term, displaying the 



Application/Control Number: 10/765,819 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2163 

ranked results by a category associated with the resource, and displaying the locations 
in which the search terms occurred in comparable positions within each category. (See 
001 6, 001 9, 0060-0067, 0086, 0088) 

Regarding Claim 4, Kincaid discloses that the method further comprising: 

capturing a context of the search request (See paragraphs 0045, 0057); 

and 

wherein determining at least one relevant resource (ranking relevancy) is 
based on the context of the search request (See Abstract, paragraphs 
0005-0010). 

Regarding Claim 5, Kincaid discloses that obtaining an automated measurement 
of relevance for each of the plurality of disparate resources; wherein determining the at 
least one relevant resource is based on the automated measurement of relevance. (See 
paragraphs 0005-0010, 0013-0017). 

Regarding Claim 6, Kincaid discloses that the automated measurement of 
relevance is a metric that quantifies a user interaction with the resource. (See 
paragraphs 0005-0010, 0013-0017). 

Regarding Claim 7, Kincaid discloses that the quantified user interaction includes 
at least one of a frequency with which a user accesses the resource, a length of time 
that the user accesses the resource, and a significance of an action that the user 
performs on the resource (See paragraphs 0015, 0019, 0064, 0083, 0089-0091). 

Regarding Claim 8, Kincaid discloses the method further comprising: 
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obtaining a user preference indicating a preferred resource in which to 
search (See paragraph 0060, Claims 33, 50); 

wherein determining the at least one relevant resource is based on the 
preferred resource as indicated in the user preference (See paragraph 
0060). 

Regarding Claim 9, Kincaid discloses the method further comprising: 

building an index for the disparate resources (See paragraphs 0004- 
0009, 0052); and 

searching the index associated with the relevant resource when 
searching for occurrences of the search term (See paragraphs 0004- 
0009,0051,0052,0054). 
Regarding Claim 20, Kincaid discloses a computer-accessible medium having 

instructions for conducting a unified search for electronic contend the instructions 

comprising: 

displaying a unified search entry interface in response to a request to 
search for content (Figures 2, 3, 6, 8, paragraphs 0014, 0053, 0060); 
determining at least one relevant resource from a plurality of disparate 
resources in which to search for occurrences of a Search term entered in 
the unified search entry interface (See paragraphs 0005, 0010, 0017- 
0019, 0064-0067 and abstract); 

normalizing the relevant disparate resource (See paragraph 0064, 66, 
79); and 
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blending disparate results obtained from searching for occurrences of the 
search term in the normalized relevant disparate resources (See 
paragraph 0059). 

Regarding Claim 21 , Kincaid discloses that the instruction to normalize the 
relevant disparate resource comprises: 

determining a relative importance of the search term occurring in one 

location in a first disparate resource versus the search term occurring in 

another location in a second disparate resource (See paragraphs 0016, 

0019, 0060, 0063-0067, Figure 3); and 

weighing the occurrence of the search term in the resource in 

accordance with the relative importance (See paragraphs 0064, 0066, 

0083). 

Regarding Claim 22, Kincaid discloses that the instruction to blend the disparate 
results includes instructions to rank the results by the weight of the occurrence of the 
search term, display the ranked results by a category associated with the resource, and 
display the locations in which the search terms occurred in comparable positions within 
each category (See 0016, 0019, 0060-0067, 0086, 0088). 

Regarding Claim 23, Kincaid discloses that the instructions further comprise: 

capturing a context of the search request (See paragraphs 0045, 0057); 
and 

determining the at least one relevant resource based on the context of 
the search request.(See Abstract, paragraphs 0005-0010). 
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Regarding Claim 24, Kincaid discloses that the instructions further comprise 
obtaining an automated measurement of relevance for each of the plurality of disparate 
resources; and determining the at least one relevant resource based on the automated 
measurement of relevance. (See paragraphs 0005-0010, 0013-0017). 

Regarding Claim 25, Kincaid discloses that the automated measurement of 
relevance is a number that represents a user interaction with the resource, wherein the 
user interaction includes at least one of a frequency with which a user accesses the 
resource, a length of time that tine user accessed the resource, and a significance of an 
action that the user performed on the resource, and the resource is more relevant to the 
search when the automated relevance number is high, and less relevant when the 
automated relevance number is low (See paragraphs 0004-0009, 0051 , 0052, 0054). 
Regarding Claim 26, Kincaid discloses that the instructions further comprise: 
obtaining a user preference indicating a preferred resource in which to 
search (See paragraph 0060, Claims 33, 50); and 
determining the at least one relevant resource based on the preferred 
resource, as indicated in the user preference (See paragraph 0060). 
Claims 1-9, 20-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Li 
etal. (US 2004/0177069). 

Regarding 1, Li discloses a method for facilitating a search for content from 
disparate resources, the method comprising: 

displaying a unified search entry interface in response to a request to 
search for content (Abstract, paragraphs 0021, 0023, 0066); 
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determining at least one relevant resource from a plurality of disparate 
resources in which to search for occurrences of a search term entered in 
the unified search entry, interface (See paragraphs 0025-028 and Figure 

7); 

normalizing the relevant disparate resource (See paragraph 0023); and 
blending disparate results obtained from searching for occurrences of the 
search term in the normalized relevant disparate resources (See 
Abstract). 

Regarding Claim 2, Li discloses that normalizing the relevant disparate resource 
comprises: 

determining a relative importance of the search term occurring in one 
location in a first disparate resource (text) versus the search term 
occurring in another location in a second disparate resource (CBIR) (See 
paragraphs 0021, 0061); and 

weighing the occurrence of the search term in the resource in 
accordance with the relative importance (See paragraph 0023). 
Regarding Claim 3, Li discloses that blending the disparate results includes 
ranking the results by the weight of the occurrence of the search term, displaying the 
ranked results by a category associated with the resource, and displaying the locations 
in which the search terms occurred in comparable positions within each category (See 
Figure 1 and paragraph 0023, 0025, 0071). 

Regarding Claim 4, Li discloses that the method further comprising: 
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capturing a context of the search request (See abstract, paragraphs 
0025-0029, 0049); and 

wherein determining at least one relevant resource is based on the 
context of the search request (See abstract, paragraphs 0021-0026, 
0031 -0034, 0044, 0053, 0054, 0059). 
Regarding Claim 5, Li discloses that obtaining an automated measurement of 
relevance for each of the plurality of disparate resources; wherein determining the at 
least one relevant resource is based on the automated measurement of relevance (See 
abstract, paragraphs 0021-0026, 0031-0034, 0044, 0053, 0054, 0059). 

Regarding Claim 6, Li discloses that the automated measurement of relevance is 
a metric that quantifies a user interaction with the resource (See abstract, paragraphs 
0021-0026, 0031-0034, 0044, 0053, 0054, 0059). 

Regarding Claim 7, Li discloses that the quantified user interaction includes at 
least one of a frequency with which a user accesses the resource, a length of time that 
the user accesses the resource, and a significance of an action that the user performs 
on the resource (See paragraphs 0025, 0031 , 0046). 

Regarding Claim 8, Li discloses the method further comprising: 

obtaining a user preference indicating a preferred resource in which to 
search (See paragraphs 0005, 0021, 0023, 0048, 0057, 0068, 0069, 
0074); 
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wherein determining the at least one relevant resource is based on the 
preferred resource as indicated in the user preference (See paragraphs 
0005, 0021-0023, 0048, 0057, 0068, 0069, 0074). 
Regarding Claim 9, Li discloses the method further comprising: 

inherently building an index for the disparate resources (index is an 
inherent feature for tagging or heading a resource file); and 
inherently searching the index (index is an inherent feature for tagging or 
heading a resource file) associated with the relevant resource when 
searching for occurrences of the search term (See Abstract and 
paragraph 0025). 

Regarding Claim 20, Li discloses a computer-accessible medium having 
instructions for conducting a unified search for electronic content, the instructions 
comprising: 

displaying a unified search entry interface in response to a request to 
search for content (Abstract, paragraphs 0021, 0023, 0066); 
determining at least one relevant resource from a plurality of disparate 
resources in which to search for occurrences of a Search term entered in 
the unified search entry interface (See paragraphs 0025-028 and Figure 
7); 

normalizing the relevant disparate resource (See paragraph 0023); and 
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blending disparate results obtained from searching for occurrences of the 
search term in the normalized relevant disparate resources (See 
Abstract). 

Regarding Claim 21, Li discloses that the instruction to normalize the relevant 
disparate resource comprises: 

determining a relative importance of the search term occurring in one 
location in a first disparate resource versus the search term occurring in 
another location in a second disparate resource (See paragraphs 0021, 
0061); and 

weighing the occurrence of the search term in the resource in 

accordance with the relative importance (See paragraph 0023). 
Regarding Claim 22, Li discloses that the instruction to blend the disparate 
results includes instructions to rank the results by the weight of the occurrence. of the 
search term, display the ranked results by a category associated with the resource, and 
display the locations in which the search terms occurred in comparable positions within 
each category (See Figure 1 and paragraph 0023, 0025, 0071). 

Regarding Claim 23, Li discloses that the instructions further comprise: 

capturing a context of the search request (See abstract, paragraphs 

0025-0029, 0049) and 

determining the at least one relevant resource based on the context of 
the search request (See abstract, paragraphs 0021-0026, 0031-0034, 
0044, 0053, 0054, 0059). 
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Regarding Claim 24, Li discloses that the instructions further comprise obtaining 
an automated measurement of relevance for each of the plurality of disparate 
resources; and determining the at least one relevant resource based on the automated 
measurement of relevance. (See abstract, paragraphs 0021-0026, 0031-0034, 0044, 
0053, 0054, 0059). 

Regarding Claim 25, Li discloses that the automated measurement of relevance 
is a number that represents a user interaction with the resource, wherein the user 
interaction includes at least one of a frequency with which a user accesses the 
resource, a length of time that tine user accessed the resource, and a significance of an 
action that the user performed on the resource, and the resource is more relevant to the 
search when the automated relevance number is high, and less relevant when the 
automated relevance number is low (See abstract, paragraphs 0021-0026, 0031-0034, 
0044, 0046, 0053, 0054, 0059). 

Regarding Claim 26, Li discloses that the instructions further comprise: 

obtaining a user preference indicating a preferred resource in which to 
search (See paragraphs 0005, 0021, 0023, 0048, 0057, 0068, 0069, 
0074); and 

determining the at least one relevant resource based on the preferred 
resource, as indicated in the user preference (See paragraphs 0005, 
0021-0023, 0048, 0057, 0068, 0069, 0074). 
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Conclusion 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Slackman (US 2004/0267717) discloses a rank-based estimate 
of relevance values. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Examiner Wilson Lee whose telephone number is (571) 
272-1824. 

Papers related to the application may be submitted by facsimile transmission. 
Any transmission not to be considered an official response must be clearly marked 
"DRAFT". The official fax number is (571 ) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://Dair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 
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